The notion that shared enemies provide a basis for an alliance between the extreme-right and Islamists is central to the analysis of Lee, Michael, and Pipes. Despite focusing primarily on the European extremeright, Lee discusses the American scene as well and argues that " [t] he peculiar bond between white nationalist groups and certain Muslim extremists derives in part from a shared set of enemies -Jews, the United States, race-mixing and ethnic diversity". This point not just ignores the racial, ethnic, and national diversity of Islam, but also implies that in principle both the extreme-right and Islamists would oppose any co-existence, if not also co-operation, with each other based on their respective racial and ethnic differences. In addition to this, Lee argues that " [b] oth sets of groups also have a penchant for far-flung conspiracy theories that caricature Jewish power". He claims that " [t] he psychological dynamics that propel the actions of Islamic terrorists have much in common with the mental outlook of neo-Nazis" since, he writes, " [b] oth glorify violence as a regenerative force and both are willing to slaughter innocents in the name of creating a new social order". Although initially merely stating that the two movements are a peculiar match due to their shared insularity and xenophobia, he eventually argues that because of these common characteristics and historical links between Nazis and Muslims " [t] he potential for an alliance between American neo-Nazis and Islamic terrorists -an alliance that could develop into strong operational ties -cannot be ruled out". 9 Michael argues that such overlap "could presage greater cooperation between the two movements in the future. Such an alliance, if properly organized and coordinated, could pose a significant challenge to the status quo not only in the United States but in Europe as well", 10 and that "by aligning itself with militant Islam, the extreme-right could conceivably ride on the coattails of a dynamic movement". 11 What was clear from Roper's statement and his expression of both admiration for 9/11 and regret that his movement lacked the "testicular fortitude" to do so, was that he wanted to ride on al Qaeda's coattails and become friends if not allies.
While Lee and Michael look for potential alliances between the extreme-right and Islamists, Pipes
investigates what he terms "the neo-Nazi affection for radical Islam", and tries to prove existing alliances and conspiracies between them. 12 In his various articles, Pipes cites as evidence their shared anti-Semitism and conspiracy theories, statements issued by right-wing extremists following 9/11, reports from Europe, anecdotes, Michael's book, 13 as well as the example of Canadian right-wing extremist William Baker visiting alleged Islamists in America. 14 One could argue that by imagining plots and accumulating evidence from diverse and somewhat unconnected sources in order to prove the existence of these plots, Pipes is operating as a conspiracy theorist himself.
In such work about alliances, the authors look not only at statements of intent -such as Roper'sand common characteristics, but for concrete evidence. Looking at history, they attempt to construct a narrative of overlap, relations, and alliances between Nazis and Arabs and Muslims. For Lee, the origins of the overlap and potential for alliances lie in the fact that the growth of the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt, which had a "fascistic ideology", and fascism in Europe not only coincided historically, but that the views conspiracy theories as "tools of fear", rooted in and drawing on anti-Semitism and racism, which "build structures of violence" that are directed towards these scapegoated groups. 30 Unlike Hofstadter and Pipes, however, Berlet does not demonize or psychopathologize conspiracy theories and theorists, but argues that they constitute reified symptoms -not causes -of underlying social tensions, and that the basis of the grievances needs to be revealed and resolved.
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While Berlet, as a left-wing progressive, tries to recover material reality from the conspiracy theory, Mark Fenster tries to recover conspiracy theory for left-wing progressive politics. Fenster argues that conspiracy theory articulates a populist antagonism between "the people" and "power" by critiquing the dominant political order and its representation of reality. It represents both an expression of contemporary subjectivity as well as a condition of political insignificance and the manifestation of political life "in-significance" and asserts the utopian desire for political transparency, which could make it a critical vehicle for the left or progressives. 32 The problem, Fenster concludes, is that because of their criticism of the war on terror and Israel, the left and their conspiracy theories also become targets for Aaronovitch, Pipes, and neo-conservatives such as David Horowitz, along with Islamists and the extremeright.
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If attempted alliances between the latter two are indeed unidirectional, unsuccessful, and the function of such overtures is coattail-riding, as Michael has argued, and if one agrees with Fenster that conspiracy theories are about political "in-significance", then the extreme-right's attempted alliances are of the same order as their conspiracy theories. This is not because such attempts prove an alliance, but because they are both about political insignificance and the fantasy of being IN-significance (as a movement). As I have already suggested, they occur at specific moments in American post-war history when the extremeright is experiencing a period of realignment or crisis in which they are seeking to establish their relevance and which corresponds almost directly to developments in American foreign policy that relate to the Middle East and Islam. The realignment or crisis in question may also be brought on by the mere fact that the extreme-right and the domestic issues which concern or interest them are marginalized in favor of more pressing or high profile foreign policy issues and interests in the Middle East or involving Muslims or Arabs, such as 9/11. Because the extreme-right is traditionally anti-Semitic, American foreign policy in the 38 In fact, the NRP were calling for a nationalist revolution in the third world and linked it to the anti-colonialism of the American Revolution, thus making America and
American movements (including themselves) relevant. According to the NRP, these revolutionaries in the third world want: "to throw off the oppressive yoke of foreign colonialism just as our heroic American ancestors rebelled against the unjust taxation and repressive laws of the British Empire in 1776". with Muslims. 41 The example also testified to the ANP's focus on domestic American politics -in fact they had rejected the NRP for its anti-Americanism -, 42 and domestic developments that concerned race and which not only overshadowed international issues but also made the extreme-right relevant again. In this case, these domestic developments were battles over desegregation and civil rights in the 1950s and 1960s
Post-Civil Rights
With the passing of the Civil Rights Act in 1964, the extreme-right entered a decisive period. The Civil Rights Act appeared to represent the end of white supremacy that the ANP, Klan, and others had mobilized to defend. At the same time, the Klan was under investigation by the FBI's COINTELPRO and the HUAC, which published its indictment of the Klan in 1967, 43 
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The direction of the extreme-right was also greatly influenced by developments within the movement itself. One significant example occurred in 1973, the same year as the next Arab-Israeli War and oil crisis which hit closer to home, when William Pierce, a former ANP member and editor of their National Socialist World, took over the National Youth Alliance (NYA). 45 The NYA was formed the year after Rockwell's assassination in 1968 to counter the student movement on the left, but had also been subject to battles over the future of National Socialism, between an American-style national socialism of The following year, the NYA was renamed the National Alliance which would become infamous for Pierce's advocacy of an anti-government insurgency and his novel The Turner Diaries, which at least partially inspired the Oklahoma City bombing in 1995. Pierce's enmity with the government and his calls for an armed insurgency were part of a wider trend amongst the extreme-right in the 1970s and early 1980s, as it was trying to adapt to the post-civil rights era. While Klansman David Duke pursued a mainstreaming electoral strategy, another Klansman, Louis Beam, would issue his call-to-arms "where ballots fail, bullets will prevail". 48 At the same time as the Gulf War, Bush's gave his "New World Order" speech on September 11,
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. 64 In the absence of the communist evil empire following the end of the cold war, Bush's speech was seen as an announcement of its replacement by a New World Order led by ZOG. In fact, a Patriot monthly at the time claimed that the Protocols were "the blueprint used for the New World Order". 65 Following the Oklahoma City bombing, the extreme-right had the eyes of the nation on them: senate subcommittee hearings on domestic terrorism and extremism were held from 1995 to 1996, 73 books written, and anti-terror legislation was passed. 74 Yet, increased pressure, aging leadership, lawsuits, and a lack of purpose pushed them into the political wilderness, which 9/11 and the focus on Islamist extremism would compound. Some extreme-right activists criticized the attacks on 9/11, such as a contributor to the Stormfront website who stated that although he opposed "Jewish schemes" like Islamists, "no one who flies airplanes full of ARYANS into buildings full of ARYANS is a friend of the ARYANS". 75 The majority, however, were more in line with the National Alliance's Billy Roper who has been quoted above. There were many more such statements which, like Roper's, explicitly acknowledged that the extreme-right had been overshadowed, feared obsolescence, and were eager to ride al-Qaeda's coattails and enter the battlefield. For example, Rocky Suhayda of the American Nazi Party said:
[ head/sand niggers' put our great 'White Movement' to SHAME. 76 In similar fashion, Paul R. Mullet of Aryan Nations declared:
[T]he current events in Jew York city have caused me to activate my unit. We are preparing a strike here in Minnesota and other surrounding areas. Please be advised that the time for ALL ARYANS TO ATTACK IS NOW NOT LATER. Our opportunity may never be the same. 77 Following from such statements, there were numerous attempts by the extreme-right at alliances building. The most notable and vocal example was Aryan Nations. The organization had been prominent and influential in the 1980s and 1990s, but between the Oklahoma City bombing and 9/11 it had lost its compound to a Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC) lawsuit and experienced leadership struggles. With founder Richard Butler in ill health at the time of 9/11, a breakaway faction led by former webmaster August Kreis attempted to grab the momentum by trying to establish an alliance with al-Qaeda. Soon after 9/11, Kreis's website posted the piece "Why Islam Is Our Ally". 78 Aryans were now the "conduits for his wrath". 80 In the lead-up to the Iraq invasion, Aryan Nations confirmed their willingness to support al-Qaeda with a call for volunteers: "Will the sons and daughters of YHVH God be joining with the zealous soldiers of Mohammed, rising up in righteous indignation?" 81 In 2005, Kreis announced that "the cells are out there and they are already in place. They may not be cells of Islamic people, but they are here and they are ready to fight". 82 That same year, Aryan Nations went beyond the offering of mere suicide bombers by creating the position of "Minister of Islamic Liaison". 83 While nothing came out of any of these offers, they remain central to the alliance thesis.
William Pierce, on the other hand, not only condemned the attacks, but criticized the extreme-right itself for bandwagon-jumping:
We must not foolishly imagine that we can achieve some quick and easy victory by building alliances with people whose goals or interests are essentially different than our own -Middle After abandoning his mainstreaming strategy in the 1990s, David Duke now emerged as one of the most vocal of the extreme-right 9/11 conspiracy theorists. According to Duke, al-Qaeda was behind the attack, but Mossad had prior knowledge of it and did not warn the US so that it would retaliate against enemies of Israel in the Middle East. 90 Duke cites several pieces of 'evidence', including disputes about how many Jews died or were missing, claims that Jews owned the World Trade Center, an alleged witness statement that Mossad agents were seen filming the attacks and had been living near Muhammed Atta. 91 Duke also charged that US Attorney Michael Chertoff released an Israeli spy ring from prison immediately following 9/11 in order to conceal Israeli complicity. 92 While Aaronovitch, Pipes, and others attempt to link extreme-right conspiracy theories to those from the left and Islamists, Duke also devotes attention to debunking left-wing conspiracy theories which hold that 9/11was staged by the US government to justify a war for oil, claiming that these theories were created by Jews to divert attention from their plot.
Duke was also one of the few extreme-right activists to not only court Islamists, but be invited to 
Obama and Conspiracy Theory
It may seem surprising that in a country that had been attacked by terrorists and fighting a war on terror, the extreme-right, with its own history of terrorism and attempts to join the conflict, did not make more of an impact on the American security services, media, and popular consciousness. This was in spite of the extreme-right courting Islamists and Pipes and others claiming that the two movements could form or had formed an alliance. There are many possible factors contributing to this lack of impact. Most notably, the extreme-right was already in decline following the Oklahoma City bombing, and 9/11 compounded this and created a prolonged crisis. The reason for this was that in an America under attack, not only were Islamist terrorism and foreign antagonisms more pressing concerns, but as America was also unified by the attack domestic antagonisms were largely ignored. This was particularly the case when the domestic antagonists in question were, as in the case of the extreme-right, white Christian right-wing American terrorists who did not fit easily into a conservative schema in which America was under attack by and at war with foreign, non-white Muslim terrorists.
In this context, the election of Barack Obama as the first African-American President seemed to offer the racist extreme-right an opportunity for relevance. Almost immediately following the election, statements were issued by extreme-right activists such as Thom Robb of the Knights of the Ku Klux Klan who claimed:
It could mean a reawakening of our spirit and blood. Every time the television shows an image of Obama it will be a reminder that our people have lost power in this country.
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According to the SPLC, 2007-2008 saw a 4% rise in hate groups, with over 900 active, and attributed this reversal of the decline experienced since 2000 partly to Obama's election. 97 The revival of such groups 94 Michael, 
